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REMARKS 

Claims 1-24 are pending in the present application. Claims 1 and 21-23 have been 
amaided. Support for the amendment to claim 1 is found in paragraph [0007]. Support for 
the amendment to claims 22 and 23 may be found in paragraph [0026] and in the Examples. 
No new matter has been introduced by these amendments. Reconsideration and allowance of 
tbe claims is respectfully requested in view of the above amendments and the following 
remarks. 

Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C, S 1 12. Second Paragraph 

Claims 1-10 and 12-24 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C- § 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. In particular, the Examiner asserts that it is unclear 
as to whether or not the fluorinated polyolefin is required. Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Applicants assert that the positive recitation of fluorinated polyolefin in the claims 
coupled with the phrase "up to about 4%" requires the presence of fluorinated polyolefin in 
the claimed composition and hence the phrase '"up to about 4%*' does not include zero as a 
lower limit. Applicants also note that U.S. Patent No. 65,437,031 to Lensvelt employs the 
phrase 'hip to about 4%** and as such this would seem Applicants' assertion that this phrase is 
definite. 

Claim 21 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph for reciting 
"lubricants" as part of the Markush group because in the Examiner's opinion "lubricants" 
does not differentiate fix>m the fluorinated polyolefin or fatty acid amide recited in the 
independent claims. While Applicants do not necessarily agree, ttie claim has been amended 
to advance prosecution. 

Claims 22 and 23 stand rejected under 35 U,S-C. §112, second paragraph because the 
basis for the recited amounts is not cxpUcitly set forth in the claim. Claims 22 and 23 have 
been amended to address this rejection. 
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Claim Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. S lQ3fa) 

Claims 1-24 stand rejected under 35 U.S-C. § 103(a), as allegedly uipatentable over 
U.S. Piitent No. 5,039,575 to Mori et al. (hereinafter referred to as Mori). Applicants 
respectiEully traverse this rejection. 

As discussed by the Examiner, Mori discloses a resin composition containing 
aromatic polyethCTketone, polytetrafluoroethylene, and metal fluoride. The composition may 
additionally contain stearamide. The Examiner has asserted that the pending claims are 
obvious because Mori discloses that the polyetherketone may additionally contain repeating 
units comprising sulfone fanctional groups and this teaching renders the use of polysulfone 
and/or polyethersulfone obvious. Applicants earnestly disagree. 

At Column 2, begimiing on line 15, Mori defines the scope of the disclosed aromatic 
polyether ketone. The aromatic polyether ketone is has repeating units having an ether 
linkage and a caxbonyl linkage between aromatic rings, Mori goes on to disclose that the 
aromatic polyether ketone may have other repeating units in addition to the required repeating 
units. Some of these other repeating units have a sulfone functionality. Thus it is clear that 
Mori is describing a polyether ketone sulfone and not a polysulfone or a polyethersulfone as 
described in the pending specification and instantly claimed, Mori does not teach or suggest 
use of a polysulfone or a polyethersulfone because Mori requires the presence of a carbonyl 
group in the aromatic polyether ketone polymer 

The specification of the pending application clearly describes polysulfones and 
polyethersulfones as polymers made up of repeating units containing aromatic groups 
separated by ether linkages, sulfone linkages, or a combination of ether and sulfone linkages. 
The polysulfones and polyethersulfones may optionally include alkyl linkages. The 
polysulfones and polyethersulfones do not contain carbonyl groups as required by Mori. 

For an obviousness rejection to be proper, the Examiner must meet the burden of 
establishing a prima facie case of obviousness, i.e., that all elements of the invention are 
disclosed in the prior art; that the prior art rehed upon, coupled with knowledge generally 
available in the art at the time of the invention, contain some suggestion or incentive that 
would have motivated the skilled artisan to modify a reference or combined references; and 
that the proposed modification of the prior art had a reasonable expectation of success, 
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determined &om the vantage point of the skilled artisan at the time the inventioD was make. 
In re Fine, 5 U.S.P.Q,2d 1596, 1598 (Fed. Cir. 1988); In Re WUson, 165 U.S.P.Q. 494, 496 
(C.CP.A. 1970); Amgen v. Chugai Phamaceuticals Co., 927 U.S.P.Q,2d, 1016, 1023 (Fed, 
Cir. 1996). Applicants respectfully assert that Mori does not teach or suggest a composition 
comprising a polysulfbne or a polyethersulfone as instantly claimed. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 1-24 stand rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,437,03 1 . Applicants will be 
happy to provide a terminal disclaimer once all other rejections have been overcome. 
Similarly^, Claims 1-24 are provisionally rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over co-pending Application No. 
10/064j024. Applicants will be happy to provide a teimtnal disclaimer once the co-pending 
case has been allowed if the rejection is still relevant. 

It is believed that the foregoing amendments and remarks fiiUy comply witli the 
Office Action and that the claims herein should now be allowable to Applicants. 
Accordingly^ reconsideration and allowance is requested. 

If there are any additional charges with respect to this Amendment or otherwise, 
please charge them to Dq)0S^t Account No. 07-0862 maintained by Assignee. 



Respectfully submitted^ 
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